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Response to Comment Letter I101 

Daniel Renard 

February 28, 2014 

I101-1 Potential health risks, including those related to 

exposure to stray voltage, are considered and 

addressed in Section 3.1.4.5, Other Field-Related 

Public Concerns or Hazards, of the Draft Program 

Environmental Impact Report (DPEIR). Furthermore, 

in response to this comment and other comments 

regarding high voltage concerns, a memorandum was 

prepared by Asher R. Sheppard, PhD to support the 

information provided in the DPEIR and provide more 

detail; see Appendix 9.0-1 of the DPEIR. 

I101-2 Potential impacts related to groundwater supply and 

water use associated with the Proposed Project are 

considered and addressed in Section 3.1.5.3.3, Surface 

Water and Groundwater Quality, Section 3.1.5.3.4, 

Groundwater Resources, and 3.1.9.3.1, Water, of the 

DPEIR. Please also refer to common response WR1. 

The DPEIR found that the Proposed Project would 

have a less than significant impact on groundwater 

supply and quality. 
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I101-3 The County does not agree that the project applicant 

(through the DPEIR) deny the existence of residences 

on the LanEast site. Figure 2.5-6, LanEast Solar 

Sensitive Land Uses Within 1,000 Feet, and Figure 

2.5-7, LanWest Solar Sensitive Land Uses Within 

1,000 Feet, both identify existing residential structures 

on the LanEast project site. As shown on the figures, 

these residences are considered to be “sensitive land 

uses”.  In addition, both residence are included in the 

glare behavorial analysis for the LanEast project site 

(see Appendix  2.1-3, Boulevard Glare Study).   

 In response to this comment, the County has made 

revisions and clarifications to the DPEIR. These 

revisions to the EIR are presented in strikeout-underline 

format; refer to Figure 2.6-4 in Section 2.6, Noise. The 

figure has been revised to consider existing residential 

structures located on the LanEast project site.  

To the extent these changes and additions to the EIR 

provide new information that may clarify or amplify 

information already found in the DPEIR, and do not 

raise important new issues about significant effects on 

the environment, such changes are insignificant as the 

term is used in Section 15088.5(b) of the CEQA 

Guidelines. 

I101-4 The comment regarding the aesthetic impacts of the 

proposed LanEast and LanWest solar farms is noted. 

Impacts to scenic vistas, existing visual character and 
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quality, and existing views due to substantial new sources 

of light and glare are discussed in Section 2.1, Aesthetics, 

of the DPEIR. While the anticipated visual effects of the 

LanEast and LanWest solar farms as experienced at 

41148 Old Highway 80 were not described in the DPEIR 

(the DPEIR considered public views as opposed to views 

from private residences), the visual effects of the proposed 

solar farms as experienced by passing motorists on Old 

Highway 80 were described in the DPEIR. While project-

level information has not yet been fully developed, the 

DPEIR utilized a worst-case scenario in which the entirety 

of the LanEast and LanWest sites would be developed 

with trackers and ancillary facilities and concluded that 

impacts to scenic vistas, existing visual character and 

quality, and daytime views due to glare would be 

significant. However, the Glare Study did not show that 

any glare would be experienced by motorists between 

milemarker 1.0 and 2.0 on Old Highway 80, near the 

commenter’s residence at 41148 Old Highway 80 

(DPEIR Appendix 2.1-3, Section 4.3). 

Impacts to cultural and historical resources associated 

with development of the LanEast and LanWest solar 

farms are discussed in Section 2.4, Cultural Resources, 

of the DPEIR. A cultural resources records search and 

an intensive pedestrian survey reconnaissance survey 

were conducted for both the LanEast and the LanWest 

sites; these sites were analyzed at a program level 

however and the evaluation and classification of 
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cultural resources for LanEast and LanWest have not 

yet been completed and a final determination of the 

significance of potential impacts to cultural resources 

will be provided when project-specific environmental 

review is conducted in the future for these sites. At 

that time, the County will determine whether the army 

mail stop and stage coach station identified by the 

commenter are cultural or historic resources which 

could be adversely impacted by the projects. 

I101-5 The County acknowledges the commenter’s concern 

associated with high voltage electricity and the risk of fire. 

Please refer to the response to comment O10-82 related to 

risks associated with fighting electrical fires and the 

mitigation of this risk for the Proposed Project. Shock 

issues associated with electricity and water streams is also 

addressed in Appendix 3.1.7-1 of the DPEIR. 

I101-6 The County of San Diego (County) does not agree that 

sufficient parking is not available. Parking for 

construction vehicles and trucks would be on site in 

temporary construction staging areas. Long-term 

parking is provided at the operations and maintenance 

building on each Proposed Project site.  

The increased temperature of the trackers is localized 

and does not radiate such that it could cause a risk to 

nearby gasoline-powered equipment; see the response 

to comment O10-82 regarding electrical fires and the 

response to C3-4 regarding the mitigation of risk 
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associated with the increased risk of fire during 

construction of the Project with the presence of 

additional ignition sources.  

I101-7 The County does not agree with the commenter’s 

assertion that the true purpose of the water storage 

tanks is concealed. As stated in Chapter 1.0 of the 

DPEIR, there would be dedicated water tanks for fire 

protection with fire department connections. In 

addition, other water tanks would provide storage for 

operational uses such as potable water for employees 

or solar module washing.  

I101-8 This comment raises concerns regarding fighting 

electrical fires with water; please refer to the response 

to comment O10-82. Firefighters would be able to de-

energize the CPV systems to ensure a fire response 

can proceed in a safe manner. 

I101-9 See the response to comment I101-7. This comment 

does not raise a significant environmental issue for 

which a response is required.  

I101-10 The County acknowledges the commenter’s concerns 

regarding construction noise blasting and pile driving 

operations.  Blasting and pile-driving is not proposed 

or anticipated for the installation of the posts (pylons) 

to support the trackers.  Pilot holes would be drilled 

for the posts, and then the posts would be installed 

using a vibratory driver which causes much less noise 
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or vibration than a pile driver.  Limited blasting may 

occur for the installation of some of the support poles 

for the Tierra del Sol gen-tie line.  However, as 

detailed in Mitigation Measure M-N-TDS-4 (see 

Section 2.6.6.2 of the DPEIR) blasting during 

construction will be prohibited within 1,700 feet of 

any structure.  

I101-11 The County disagrees that approval of the Project 

would be a misuse of agricultural and residential rural 

property or scenic highways and corridors within the 

County. Each of these impacts is considered and 

addressed in the DPEIR; the commenter does not raise 

specific issues related to the adequacy of the DPEIR or 

the Project such that additional response can be 

provided. However, the County acknowledges the 

commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project.  The 

decision makers have approval authority for the 

Proposed Project and will consider all information in 

the Final Program Environmental Impact Report 

(FPEIR) and related documents before making a 

decision on the Proposed Project. The information in 

this comment will be provided in the FPEIR for 

review and consideration by the decision makers. 

 


